REMARKS 

By virtue of this amendment, claims 20-3 7, 39, 40, and 43-47 are pending in the 
application. 

In the January 25, 2007, final office action, the Examiner objected to and 
rejected claims 43-47 as introducing new matter. In particular, the Examiner stated that 
"the limitation of indexing server and its incorporation with the gaming platform have 
not been disclosed in (sic) the original disclosure." The applicants respectfully traverse 
this rejection and submit that server disclosed in the application does in fact provide 
sufficient disclosure for an indexing server as the original disclosure provides a server 
326 having an event engine 720 that generates and transmits multimedia events over the 
network to game platform 306. (See original disclosure at page 16). However, to 
expedite the examination of the present application, the recitation of indexing server 
has been amended to simply sever, which is clearly disclosed in the specification, see 
for example, figure 3 server 326 and associated text through the specification. The 
withdrawal of the objection under 35 U.S.C. § 132(a) and the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 12, first paragraph, is respectfully requested. 

In the April 20, 2005 Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 20-37, 39, and 
40 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable and obvious over United States 
Patent 5,970,143 (" Schneier et al. ") in view of United States Patent 6,001,065 
("DeVito"). The applicants respectfully traverse the rejection. 

The Examiner takes issue with the applicants 5 previous arguments stating that 
the "one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references." However, even assuming Schneier 
et al. and DeVito are properly combinable, they do not disclose the recitations of claim 
20, for example. In particular, claim 20 has been amended to recite a combination of 
elements including, for example, "at least one biometric signal input to receive 
biometric information separate from a bios input from a second group of users, the 
second group of users selected from a group of users consisting of: all the first group of 
users, at least one of the first group of users, or none of the first group of users; an 
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event generation engine, the event generation engine uses the at least one biometric 
signal input separate from the bios input to generate the event sequence," which is not 
shown or disclosed by the references either alone or in any reasonable combination. As 
the Examiner admits, Schneier et al does not teach the limitations of: an event 
generation engine, the event generation engine uses the at least one biometric signal 
input to generate the event sequence (claim 20). The Examiner relies on DeVito for the 
teaching of "an apparatus for measuring and analyzing physiological signals for active 
or passive control of physical and virtual spaces comprising: an event generation engine 
(10:5-55), the event generation engine uses the at least one biometric signal input to 
generate the event sequence (abstract; 4:8-65); . . However, as will be explained 
below, it is respectfully submitted that the Examiner is reading more into DeVito than it 
actually discloses. 

Referring to the section identified by the Examiner and the associated figures of 
DeVito , at most, DeVito discloses providing a biometric signal to an interface 40 and 
computer 50. The computer 50 performs a fast Fourier transform and provides control 
signals to an interface 60. "The interface 60 interprets the control values and supplies 
appropriate 'game' specific signals to video game 70 through game controller 71." 
( DeVito column 4, lines 47-49 (emphasis added)). In other words, at most, combining 
Schneier et al. and DiVeto et al. provides only using conventional bios input to video 
game 70 and does not provide a biometric input separate from the bios input. In other 
words, combining Schneier et al. and DiVeto does not disclose, "at least one biometric 
signal input to receive biometric information separate from a bios input from a second 
group of users, the second group of users selected from a group of users consisting of: 
all the first group of users, at least one of the first group of users, or none of the first 
group of users; an event generation engine, the event generation engine uses the at least 
one biometric signal input separate from the bios input to generate the event sequence." 
For at least this reason, amended claim 20 is patentably distinct from the references 
either alone or in any reasonable combination thereof. 

For all the foregoing reasons, amended claim 20 is patentably distinct from 
Schneier et al. and DeVito either alone or in any reasonable combination thereof. 
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The Examiner rejected claims 43-47 under 35 U.S. C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable and obvious over Schneier et al. in view of DeVito in further view of 
United States Patent 5,813,014 (" Gustman "). In particular, Gustman was cited for the 
disclosure of an indexing server. Gustman, however, does not cure the defects of 
Schneier et al. and DeVito outlined above. 

Amended claims 33 claim 43 recite limitations similar to amended claim 20 and, 
at least by virtue of the similarities are patentably distinct from Schneier et al. and 
DeVito either alone or in any reasonable combination thereof. The remaining claims 
depend directly or indirectly from claims 20, 33, and 43 and, at least by virtue of the 
dependency, are patentably distinct from Schneier et al . and DeVito either alone or in 
any reasonable combination thereof. 

The Examiner rejected claims 43-47 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable and obvious over Schneier et al. in view of DeVito in further view of 
United States Patent 5,813,014 (" Gustman "). In particular, Gustman was cited for the 
disclosure of an indexing server. Gustman , however, does not cure the defects of 
Schneier et al. and DeVito outlined above. Thus, for at least all the foregoing reasons, 
claims 43-47 are patentably distinct from Schneier et al. in view of DeVito in further 
view of Gustman . 

Thus, withdrawal of the rejection and allowance of the claims is respectfully 
requested. 

If an extension of time under 35 C.F.R. § 1.136 is required to obtain entry of this 
Amendment, such an extension is requested. If there are fees due under 37 U.S.C. 
§§ 1.16 or 1.17 which are not otherwise accounted for, please charge our Deposit 
Account No. 08-2623. ^ / / 
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